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The F. P. A. Board of Directors held its 
annual election of officers on May 9, 1928. The 
following officers were elected: 

Chairman—JAMES G. McDONALD 
Vice-Chairman—RUTH MORGAN 
Treasurer—ALBERT LYTLE DEANE 
Secretary—ESTHER G. OGDEN 


THE BRITISH MONROE DOCTRINE 


HE British reply to Secretary Kel- 

logg’s renunciation of war proposal, 
received May 19, is generally regarded in 
Washington as “conciliatory,” and on the 
whole “favorable.” 


While apparently willing to accept the 
wording suggested in the Kellogg treaty, 
however, the British Government declare 
that they want it clearly understood that 
the proposed treaty does not prejudice 
their freedom of action in certain regions 
where Great Britain possesses vital in- 
terests. The note states: 


“***that there are certain regions of the 
world the welfare and integrity of which con- 
stitute a special and vital interest for our 
peace and safety. His Majesty’s Government 
have been at pains to make it clear in the 
past that interference with these regions can- 
not be suffered. ***It must be clearly under- 
stood that His Majesty’s Government in Great 
Britain accept the new treaty upon the dis- 
tinct understanding that it does not prejudice 
their freedom of action in this respect.” 


This, in effect, is a new reservation, and 
apparently designed to protect Egypt and 
the British Mandates. It is particularly 
significant to the United States. As the 
note points out— 


“***The Government of the United States 
have comparable interests, any disregard of 
which by a foreign power they have declared 
that they would regard as an unfriendly act. 
His Majesty’s Government believe, therefore, 
that in defining their position they are ex- 
pressing the intention and meaning of the 
United States Government.” 


Secretay Kellogg, however, has never 
referred directly to the effect of the pro- 
posed treaty on the Monroe Doctrine, nor 
has he stated how he would regard dis- 
putes arising from that Doctrine. The 


answer to Great Britain must define 
clearly the attitude of the United States 
on this important question. 


With respect to the French reserva- 
tions, the British Government states that 
it would prefer to see a declaration in the 
treaty to the effect that, in case one party 
violates the agreement, all the other sig- 
natory states would automatically be re- 
leased from their obligations, but suggests 
that means could be found to place this 
understanding on record without actually 
including it in the text. Great Britain 
also suggests some statement to the ef- 
fect that there is nothing in the proposed 
treaty which conflicts with the obligations 
of the contracting parties resulting from 
prior international agreements. The 
British note states further that the do- 
minions are in accord with the Kellogg 
proposal in principle, and suggests that 
the dominions and India be invited to 
participate in the conclusion of the treaty. 
The State Department has now granted 
this request. 


Altogether the British reply brings 
much greater support to the French point 
of view than had been anticipated, es- 
pecially in regard to the League sanctions. 


W. T. S. 


Germany Endorses Stresemann 


HE elections for the German Reichs- 

tag, held May 20, have resulted in a 
sweeping victory for the parties of the 
Left at the expense of the Nationalists. 
Over seventy per cent of the total elec- 
torate voted, while in Berlin ninety-seven 
per cent exercised the franchise. The dis- 
tribution of seats in the new Reichstag as 


compared with the last (elected in De- 
cember, 1924) is as follows: 


1928 1924 
Social Democrats. ..............00.0000 152 131 
SINE, sc taresdsavecsciusceseseoresevece 73 110 
III: - cschésaneacenapiiendicbicbexecenannesnes 62 68 
IIRL tn sislcbatadasatbricinbaoaconcuse 54 45 
EE UES  cccésccnvseisssvdeocecescose 44 51 
III cccccnstieapieditecterateneioueesens 25 32 
Economic League ..........cccccsesseees 23 21 
Bavarian People’s Party ............ 16 19 
Christian Nat’l Pezsants’ Party 13 — 
PIII ist. cucgiiaashanithiladinlasalsienvenestesste 12 14 
German Peasants’ Party ............. 8 — 
I sp iatcinaiscccensvoccxereeees 3 — 
People’s Rights Party ............... 2 — 
Saxon Peasants’ Party ............. 2 — 


The Socialists’ victory may be regarded 
as a strong endorsement of Dr. Strese- 
mann’s conciliatory foreign policy, as a 
repudiation of the Nationalists and as a 
strengthening of the Republic. The par- 
ties comprising the last Marx Govern- 
ment, i. e., the Nationalists, People’s 
Party, Bavarian People’s Party and Cath- 
olic Center, lost seats, indicating wide- 
spread discontent with the policies of that 
Ministry. The chief support for Dr. 
Stresemann’s foreign policy during the 
past four years has come from the Demo- 
crats and the Socialists, in spite of the 
fact that the latter have not been repre- 
sented in the Government. 


Discontent with economic conditions in 
the Reich presumably accounts for the 
great Communist gains, while dissatisfac- 
tion with the agrarian policies of the last 
Reichstag is responsible for the new 
farmers’ parties. These parties elected 
scattered deputies largely at the expense 
of the Nationalists, but their Reichstag 
representation is so small that they will 
have to combine in order to have any 
influence in that body. 


Indications are that the Socialist, Otto 
Braun, Prussian Prime Minister since 
1920, will be called upon to form a Min- 
istry. Dr. Stresemann, if his health per- 
mits, will doubtless retain the Foreign 
Affairs portfolio. A coalition of the 
People’s Party, Catholic Center, Demo- 
crats and Socialists seems highly probable. 


M. S. W. 


Manchuria: A Coveted Prize 
WO notes of warning have been de- 
livered this past week to the Chinese 
Governments at Peking and Nanking. 
One from the United States warns both 
North and South against any violation of 
neutral areas set aside for the protection 
of American citizens in Peking and Tient- 
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sin. It specifically recommends the use 
of “well disciplined forces to avoid dis- 
order.” Both Chinese Governments have 
accepted the American note as a friendly 
one. 


The second note, however, from Japan, 
contains a warning to the governments 
of North and South which has created un- 
easiness all over China. While disavow- 
ing any intention of interfering in Chinese 
domestic affairs, it nevertheless states that 
should the Chinese civil war spread to 
Manchuria the Japanese Government may 
possibly “be constrained to take appropri- 
ate and effective steps for the mainten- 
ance of peace and order in Manchuria.” 
Although this statement is simply a re- 
iteration of the declaration made by Baron 
Tanaka at the Oriental Conference last 
June, it has been interpreted in China 
and abroad as a definite move to establish 
a protectorate over the three rich prov- 
inces of Manchuria. 


_By the terms of the Nine-Power Treaty 
signed at the Washington Conference, 
Japan agreed: 


“4, To refrain from taking advantage of 
conditions in China in order to seek special 
rights or privileges which would abridge the 
rights of subjects or citizens of friendly states 
and from countenancing action inimical to the 
security of such states.” 


To date the American Government has 
adopted a negative attitude in regard to 
the Japanese Memorandum, merely stat- 
ing that the Japanese Government has not 
consulted with the American Government 
in regard to its action. 

D. M. H. 


Book Notes 


The Angora Reform, by Count Léon Ostrorog, 
LL.D. London, University of London Press, 
1927. 


Lectures evaluating the significance to Moham- 
medan thought and tradition of Turkey’s recent 
adoption of Western legal codes. 


Lawrence and the Arabian Adventure, by Robert 
Graves. Garden City, New York. Doubleday, 
Doran & Company, Inc., 1928. 


A gloss on Lawrence’s “Revolt in the Desert,” 
with occasional glimpses of the “Seven Pillars 
of Wisdom.” 


Maker of Modern Arabia, by Ameen Rehani. 
Boston. Houghton, Mifflin, 1928. 


Intimate pictures of Ibn Sdoud, ruler of three- 
quarters of Arabia. 


Concepts of State, Sovereignty, and International 
Law, by Johannes Mattern. Baltimore. The 
Johns Hopkins Press, 1928. 


A scholarly examination and restatement of 
the juristic theory of sovereignty. 


The Editors alone are responsible for such opinions as they may express in the News Bulletin. 


